
Before t h e  Board of Zoning Adjustment, D.C. 

PUBLIC HEARING - August 4,  1968 

Appeal No. 9732 Archie G. Lampros, a p p e l l a n t ,  

THE ZONING ADMINISTRATOR OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, appe l lee .  

On motion duly  made, seconded and unanimously c a r r i e d ,  
t h e  fol lowing Order of t h e  Board was en te red  a t  t h e  meeting of 
August 4,  1968. 

EFFECTIVE DATE OF ORDER - October 4,  1971 

ORDERED : 

That t h e  appeal  f o r  a  va r i ance  from t h e  p rov i s ions  of Sec t ion  
7205 t o  permit o f f - s t r e e t  parking space i n  f r o n t  and w i t h i n  10 f e e t  
of dwell ing a t  5718 Moreland S t r e e t ,  N.W., l o t  27, Square 2315, be 
Denied. 

FINDINGS OF FACT: 

1. The s u b j e c t  p roper ty  i s  loca ted  i n  an  R-1-B D i s t r i c t .  

2. The proper ty  i s  improved wi th  a  newly cons t ruc ted  s i n g l e  
fami ly  b r i c k  dwelling. 

3. Appel lant  proposes t o  e s t a b l i s h  o f f  s t r e e t  parking i n  f r o n t  of 
t h e  dwelling. 

4. Appel lant  a l l e g e s  t h a t  he i s  unable t o  provide t h e  o f f - s t r e e t  
parking on t h e  s u b j e c t  s i t e  because t h e  s i d e  yard measures on ly  6  Ft .  4  
inches and t h a t  i f  he i s  forced t o  bu i ld  a  driveway, it w i l l  involve t h e  
d e s t r u c t i o n  of s e v e r a l  t r e e s  f o r  which s p e c i a l  e f f o r t  have been made t o  
save. 

5. Appel lant  f u r t h e r  a l l e g e s  t h a t  he is  unable t o  provide a  driveway 
from t h e  f r o n t  of t h e  premises t o  t h e  r e a r  of t h e  o t h e r  s i d e  of t h e  house 
and t h a t  t h e  s toop  from t h e  k i t chen  door p r o j e c t s  approximately 3  f e e t  i n t o  
one s i d e  yard. On t h e  o t h e r  s i d e  yard t h e r e  is a  f i r e p l a c e  which p r o j e c t s  
2.6 f e e t .  

6. No oppos i t ion  t o  t h e  g ran t ing  of t h i s  appeal  was r e g i s t e r e d  a t  
t h e  pub l i c  hear ing.  
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OPINION : 

We a r e  of t h e  o p i n i o n  t h a t  t h i s  a p p e a l  must be den ied  and t h a t  
a p p e l l a n t  has  f a i l e d  t o  prove a  h a r d s h i p  w i t h i n  t h e  meaning of t h e  
v a r i a n c e  c l a u s e  of t h e  Zoning Regula t ions  and t h a t  a  d e n i a l  of t h e  r e -  
ques ted  r e l i e f  w i l l  n o t  r e s u l t  i n  any p e c u l i a r  o r  p r a c t i c a l  d i f f i c u l t y  
o r  undue h a r d s h i p  upon t h e  owner. F u r t h e r ,  we conclude t h a t  t h e  r e l i e f  
cannot  be g r a n t e d  w i t h o u t  s u b s t a n t i a l  d e t r i m e n t  t o  t h e  p u b l i c  good and 
w i t h o u t  s u b s t a n t i a l l y  impa i r ing  t h e  i n t e n t ,  purpose and i n t e g r i t y  of 
t h e  zone p l a n  a s  embodied i n  t h e  Zoning Regula t ions  and Map, We con- 
c l u d e  t h a t  a p p e l l a n t  i s  a b l e  t o  p rov ide  t h e  o f f - s t r e e t  p a r k i n g  s p a c e  
r e q u i r e d  w i t h o u t  t h e  r e q u e s t e d  v a r i a n c e .  

BY ORDER OF THE D O C o  BOARD OF ZONING ADJUSTMENT 
ATTESTED : 

By : 
GEORGE A, GROGAN 

S e c r e t a r y  o f  t h e  Board 


